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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to examine the effect of reading development program
on reading comprehension using meta-analysis method. The authors synthesized 70
studies regarding reading comprehension conducted during 2001 through 2011. The
analyses revealed that 1) the average effect size of the reading development program
yielded.763, which is regarded considerably large, 2) the effect size of elementary school
group was the biggest, 1.030. There were statistically significant differences amongst
school levels, 3) the average effect size of published journal articles was 1.250, which is
statistically significantly larger than that of dissertation’s.700, 4) regarding the methods
to measure the effect of reading comprehension, the effect size of reading method was
larger, and 5) the effect size of Korean reading development program was statistically
larger than that of English reading development program. This study has limitation
as it didn’t include unpublished manuscripts, conference presentations, and the like,
however this study is meaningful in terms that it tried to draw integrated conclusion

about the effect of reading development programs using meta-analysis.

Keywords: Effect size, meta analysis, moderator variable, reading comprehension.

1 Ph.D. candidate, Department of Language, Literacy and Sociocultural Studies, University of New
Mexico, NM 87131, U.S.A.

2 Instructor, School of Business Administration, Jeonju University, Jeonju 560-759, Korea.

3 Corresponding author: Professor, Department of Basic Medical Science (Statistics Major), Jeonju Uni-
versity, Jeonju 560-759, Korea. E-mail: ckh414@jj.ac.kr



